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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 September 2003 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)KI This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-50 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) Is/are allowed. 

6) IE1 Claim(s) 1^50 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1,78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received, 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet, 37 CFR 1 .78. 

Attach ment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). , 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) Q Notice of Infonnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) n information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) Q Other: 
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1 . Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

A central aspect of applicants' invention pertains to the coating compositions having 
"high gloss" properties. The term, "high gloss" appears within the claims and the examiner has 
thus far given the language patentable weight in distinguishing the claimed invention over the 
prior art. However, while applicants have defined "high gloss" at page 2, lines 24+, applicants 
have failed to provide adequate enablement for producing a coating having a "high gloss" 
characteristic. The examiner has carefully reviewed the specification and the only discussion 
pertaining to features associated with attaining a degree of "gloss" appears at page 29, lines 1+; 
wherein it is stated that the comparative coating lacks high gloss and that the reason is likely due 
to the relatively high content of amine (>2% equivalent) present in the composition. It is noted 
that applicants' language is not definitive in terms of what materials or processing is necessary to 
provide a high gloss coating, rather applicants appear to only speculate what causes the lack of 
gloss. It is not seen that this language is adequately enabling in terms of teaching the skilled 
artisan what features must be incorporated into the composition, so as to obtain a high gloss 
coating. It is not clear from the language what level of amine or what type of amine must be 
avoided; it is by no means clear how the amine concentration is to be controlled in formulating a 
high gloss coating, and it cannot be determined what other factors influence the high gloss 
characteristic. For example, it is not clear if certain reactants or catalysts must be avoided. 
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Lastly, it follows that it cannot be determined what claimed features, if any, are attributable to 
the attainment of the high gloss coatings. 

It is regretted that this issue has not been previously presented. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to R. Sergent at telephone 
number (571)272-1079. 
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